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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period for Reply 

SIESSS PER ' 0D " PLV 18 SETT ° ««— 2 MONTH,*, FROM THE MAILING DATE 

" I Tn ?2 reP l y SPeCifi6 ^ iS l0SS ^ thirty (30) 8 Teply Wrthin the Statut0f y minimum of thirt V (») ^ys will be considered timely. 

- J NO period for reply ,s spec.f,ed above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply wrth.n the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).' 

Status 

□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

□ This action is FINAL. 



□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 0.(3 213 
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Disposition of Claims 

^ Claim(s) / ^ 



. is/are pending in the application. 



Of the above claim(s) . , uu . 

v ' is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

□ Claim(s) _ _ — _ \Blam allowed. 

R Claim(s) _ _ rejected. 

□ Claim(s) - . ___ . , . . A 

v ' - is/are objected to. 

□ Claim(s) „ _ w . 

— are subject to restnction or election 

Application Papers requirement. 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 (a)-(d) 

JS Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d). 

fi?AH DSome* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
KB received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
'Certified copies not received: 

Attachments) 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s) □ interview Summary, PTO-413 

fl Notice of Reference(s) Cited, PTO-892 □ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 □ other 
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The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. § 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the 
invention, and of the manner and process of making and using 
it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable 
any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same 
and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor 
of carrying out his invention. 

The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to provide an adequate written description 
and failing to provide an enabling disclosure. Applicant's 
objective is described as improving edge enhancement in x-ray 
imaging by making Rl > (D-7/200) and R2 > .15 meters. But these 
distances are open ended and may even be infinity. More 
significantly, they comprise distances normally employed in medical 
and industrial radiography. Note the Rls listed on page 16 of the 
specification. How does applicant's invention differ from standard 
or typical procedures? 

Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first 
paragraph, for the reasons set forth in the objection to the 
specification. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
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subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time 
the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability- 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies as 
prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 of 
this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 

Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Catlin (2650308) . Catlin describes the 
phenomenon of magnification that occurs in x-ray imaging and 
further reveals that radiography may comprise any number of 
combinations of object to source distance and object to detector 
distance. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed 
to Examiner Church at telephone number (703) 308-4861 




CRAIG E. CHURCH 
Senior Examiner 
ART UNIT 2882 



